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FOREWORD 


This  puhitcatidh  Vas  prepared  under  contract 
hy  the  UNITED  STAI^  RE¬ 
SEARCH  SERVICE,  a  federal  government  organ!- 
zatlon  established  to  sei*vlce  the  translation 
and  research  needs  of  the  various  government 
departments . 


-'^JPRSj'  4737, 
CSO:  .  I837-S/I 


;  ..  MOSCOW’S  (SJRRMT  COLTUm 

^.TiomiTlES  THE  SOVIET  UNION 

' .-•  ■■  .■■'X’j: 

2^blI6wlng  Is  the  tranalat i on  ojf  aa  article  by  Haul  ' 

Urben  in  Osteuropa  (Eastern  Euipope)  No  3*  Stuttgart,  i 
lferch;196l,  pages  212-2^^  ^ 


On -23  September  i960  Elifllbhek#$3^'^4s4i  before  the  meeting  bf  • 
the "Geherai  Assembly  6f  the  thlted  ^Iptlpns  hia  proposed  resol uttbhi 
■Statement  on  Granting  Indepenb^hcp' to  Colonial  Countries  and  Peoples,* 
Together  wltE  fe^esentatlves  df  tbe  Beloruasiah  and  Ukrainian  SSRi 
be  rejected  any  dlaouSslon  of  the  Status  of  the  noh-Rusa Ian  peoples 
of  the  ^Het  Union,  statlhg  that  these  enjoyed  perfect  freedom  of 
political  as  well  as  cultural  ilfe^  jn  everyone's  recollection  are 
Khrushchev's  words  to  UN  hewspapermen  that  he  would  •smash  In  the  face* 
anyone  who  dared  Interfere  In  the  ilihteraal  affairs*  of  the  Soviet 
Union,  and  hia  howdy  exhibition  Mth  shoe  in  hand  during  the  address  of 
the  Philippine  representative, vrhO'proposed  that  the  guestlon  of  Soviet 
colonialism  be  placed  on  the  a^nda  of  the  tSiited  Nations,  For  this 
very  reason,  Koshbw  *s  behavior  toward -  the"  •non-Rusalan  peoples  of  the' 
Soviet  Un 'ion  deserves  closer 'study. '  Jn'the  following  pages,  this  be¬ 
havior  will  be  examinsd  from  the  viewpoint  of  recent  cultural  policy. 


■General  Cultural 

•  OfficiailyjrSovlet  hta^tural  •pblicy defined  in  the  familiar 
formula*  *Sohialist  culture  in ’substance,  national  clilture  in  form," 
which  includes"' the  struggle-’ against  manifestati'ja,':i' of  ^bourgeois 
nationalism*' and  so-called •natlonai  isolation ism  in  the  culture  of  the 
individual -peoples 4  In  theory,' this  prlhclple  applies  also  to  Russian 
(  1 .0  4 ,  Gh’eat- Russian)  cult ure  I'tself ,  •  although  in  a  special  manner ,  as 
will  be-^eeeh, '  "'■-■C  ■■'  - 

'  Sinee  the  pur^s  of  the  Thirties  In  the  non-Russian  Union  Republics, 
especiaily  destructive  to'  the  In'fceliigentSla  and  the.’educated  classes, 
the  main  emphasis  has  heeh  on  bringing  Russian  culture  to  the  non-Russian 
peoples  of  the  USSR.  By  the  end  of  the  19403,  the  new  formula  had 


ener^ds  "Soviet  cult^e  must  be  built  on  the  foundation  of  the 
extremely  rich  culture  6f  the  Russian  people."  (see,  for  exsaple^ 

Meeting  of  the  Scholajfs '"  Council  of  the  Historical  Institute  of  the 
Academy  of  Sciences  of^  the  USSR,  Vonrosy  latorii .  No  3/1949f  P'  152). 
During  the  de-Stalini^tion  period,  this  formula  was,  of  course,  for¬ 
gotten;*  and  the  national  leadership  in  the  non-Russian  republics  demanded 
in  cuitural  natters  t^d  same  ri^ts  as  those  enjoyed  by  the  Russian 
people.  The  result  waS  even  a  certain  rehabilitation  of  the  cultural 
heritage  of  these  peoples  and  of  the  spoilsmen  oi'  theiSf;  cullfp^e,  parttou- 
larly  writers  and  composers,  among  them  a  number  of  victims  of  the  Stalin 
purge$.  (see  for  Belorussia  Literature  i  mastast'va  (Literature  and  Art), 
20  Mairoh  1957*  for  tlzbekistan,  the  speech  of  Mukhitdinbv  in  October  193^ 
in  Rfevda  Yestoka.  13  October  1956) •  ;  , 

tfith  the  21et  P^ty  Congress  of  the  CESU  (1939)  began  the  "transi¬ 
tion  of  Soviet  society  from  socialism  to.  the  building  pf  COnmunism," 
which  aijao  re<j,uired  the  Creatioh  of  a  unified  cult ure,  in  the,  "self-- 
developing  Communist  society."  The  ast  Party  Congress 
Hfansitlbn*  bioodi  along  with  the  Se'^en-Year  Plan,  as  a  cdhtral  theme, 
Was  fdi^bwed  bj?  a,  grfesi  which  revealed  the  road 

to  bajtaken  by  the ,  comiiig  "diianUnisif;  gi^tdre.  The  mpst  inportant 
of  these,  is  the  .diffdtiyb  Of  the., Oenrl^ai  , Committee:  the  ®SU  of 

9  Jaht^rV'i96ii  -’On  tiie.  tasks  ef  ^Party  '^bpaganda  under  ibrdsent  Condi¬ 
tions,*  which' said  among  othef  things.i  i  l  . 

•A  relentless  struggle  must  be  waged  against  mc..nifes  tat  ions  of 
bourgeois  nationalismi,  against  tendencies  to  idealize  qrignpre  the 
social  contradictions  of  the  past  and  to  distort  the  true  history  of 
this  or  that  haticaa,  and  .its  relations  with  Other  pecpleh  of  the  USSR, 
and  against  particular  manifestations  of  national  i£cla.yipntSm  and 
exal U3 ivenesa  "  (SovetSkava  Belorussia.  12  ian'uary .  196*^)  ' 

The  meaning  of  this  diredtiye  becomes  clear  if  we  take  into  account 
that  they  are  rarely  talking  about  Russian  •bourgeois  netlOnaliam"  — 
which  they  call  Ureat  Rdssian  chauvinism!  ~  ‘in  contras';  to  that  of  the 
non-Russian  peoples.  C6naeg,uently,  the  "relentless  straggle  against 
manifestations  of  bourgeois  nationalism"  and  against  "pafticuiar  aani- 
festations  of  Isolationism  and- exclusiveness"  refers  primarily  to  the 
non-Russian  peoples  .of  the  USSR. 

Actually,  even  before  the  Central  ConHalttee  directive  of  9  Ja^^ua^’y 
and  before  the  21st  (jbngresS  of  the  dPSU,aftlcles  began  to  appear 
in  the  press  of  .various  republics  clearly  pointing  in  tdia  direction 
and  demanding  that  the  non-Russian  peopiaS  obliterate  thCir  national 
•boundafies*.ln  cultural  affaire  and  adbere  to  the  ’progressive"  cul¬ 
ture  of  the -"great  Russian  padple,"  in  example  of  this  is  the  essay 
"Some  Questions  on  International  Education*  by  the  9eoretafy  of  the 
Central  Committee  jof.  the  2jaa«khstan;  Communist  Party,  N,''D,‘  Dshandildin. 
fKomimunist.  No  134939.  PP:3<5-43>  He  maintained  that  the  struggle 
muat  be  waged,  on  two  frbnts  --  against  local  nationalism  and  against 
.  Russian  chauvinism  (not  yet  called  ’bourgeois  net itwiallsm").  But  he 
then  turned  his  entire  attention  tomanifestatlons,  of  local  "bourgeois 


nationalisin'*  In  sclen^a,  literature,  art  and  l.anguage,  against  whldh, 
as  he  says,  ,!'an •  unccai(ilti'onal  strug^e  is  to  hp  waged." 

■rhe  First  Secretary  of  the  Uabeklstan  OP,  Sh.  H.  Rashldov^  In 
hla  essay  “Forever  IMlted  with  the  Russian  People",  (Konmunlst ii'  Mo  '  : 

16,19^9)  was  even  more  explicit.  He  emphasized  the  "progressive' 
results"  of  the  union  of  Central  Asia  with  the  Russian  empire,  de- 
manded  "the  full  liquidation  of  all  Vestiges  of  bourgeois  ideology* 
in  the  cultural  domain,  and  openly  declared*  /  '  i 

"The  creation  of  an  Internationai  socialist  culture-  In  t^o'P®^i9, 
of  the  t?ulldlng  of  Communism  Involves  Increased  demands  for  the  study 
of  the  culture  of  all  peoples*  first  of  all  of  tlie  most  progressive  and 
most  developed  culture  In  the  countnies  of  the  socialist  camp,  the  cul¬ 
ture  of  the/Russian  people,  their  literature  and  art.  Therefore,  Inter¬ 
net  ioiiailsm  requires  not  less  Interest  in  Russian  language  ir  literature 
and  ^neVal  culturaj  but  a  strengthening  of:  this,  interest,  a  oonprehenslve 
propagation  of  the  Study  of  the  Russian  lat|'guage.  among  all  national 
leaders,  among  all  people s*  and  eapeclaiiS?  among  the  youth,  since  ■ 
Russian^.ls  the  language  Of  the  highest  ;SOCiai^  culture,  of  the  world, 
the  pif  the  moat  progressive  llte^etwe  aafl;a^  (jlooe  , 

cit;;'®  5pI.^  ■  ,  , 

Rashi^oV  has  thus  clearly  indicated  .  which  wlll  ;  ,be  the  dominant 
culture  In  coming  Communist  society  the  Russian,  here  considered 
as  an  already  completed  socialist  culture*  Rashldov's  following  wbrda 


also  leave:  us  In  no  doubt: 

“Xaiquestionably,  all  the  peoples  of  our  country  are  equal  i*-!  ^ 

Yet,  we  -must  npt  for  a  moment  forget  that  they  owe  all  their  successes 
to  the  Comunls.t  forty,  the  Soviet  Government  and  the  Russian  people.  . 
The  day  by  day,  true  brotherly  help  of  the  Russian  people,  of  the 
Russian  worklng.olass  and  of  Russian  Communists  have  made  it  possible 
for  all  the  peoples  of  our  country  to  achieve  together  the  full  and 
decisive,  te  of  eoclalism  and  to  proceed  confidently  into  the 
shining;  Ccanmunist  future."  (loc,  cit,,  p  52)  , 

We  are  here  stron^y -reminded  of  the  remark  in  Orwell's  satirical, 
novel  Animal  Farm;  "All  animals  are  created  equal,  but  some  are  more 
equal  Than  others."  If  we  add  Rashldov's  definition  of  the  Russian 
people  as  "people  .of  clear  minds  and  generous  hearts,"  with  whom  "np  , 
people  on  earth  _cah  con^iare, "  (Ibid*,  p  42)  tli®^...ii  seems  there  Is  . 
nothing  for  'the  non-RusSlah  people  to  do  .but  to  res igi  themselves  to 
their  fate  and  subordinate  themselves  to  the  Russian  people.  That  this 
la  not  only  the  opinion  of  a  single  official,  can  be  seen  In  the  langu-  ■ 
age  and' achdbl  policy.  In  the  words  of  the  Azerbaldzhan  writer  Mtrsa’  ,  . 
IbragtaovV  "the  culture  of  the  peoples  of' the  Soviet  Union  must  be  thd  i- 
culture  of  :^monosov,  Bellnskiy,  Chernlshevskly,  Turgenlev,  Nekrasov,'  \ 
Tolstoy,  GoVky,  Mayakovsky,  Sholokov,  Fadeyev,.Tvardovsky  and,  above  ' 
all,  of  Lenin,  ■whlcH'  ostenslhly  represents  the  "peak  of  human  thought, 
the  loftiest  accon^ilishment  of  world,  culture,"  ithe  culture,  therefore, 
of  the  Russian  people,  in  which  "the  Soviet  peoples,,  pearls  created  by 
Russian  genius,"  find  their  "historical  salvation,"  (Sakinskly  Rabochjy 


(Batai  WcsTker),  11/12/59) 

Tbie  00  directive  of  9  January  i960  was  followed  I®  almoat  daily  ,  ; 

comments  and  instructions  on  the  necessity  for  the  straggle  agai^t 
manifestations  ctf  "bourgeois  nationalisai"  ih  cultural  matters  in  the 
non^Russian  republics.  R.  Isakov,  First  Secretary' of  the  00,  de¬ 
clared,  for  example,  to  the  llth  Oongress  of  the  Eir^iz.  CSP,  in  JelaPuary 

1960*  ^ 

“The  (Kirghiz)  00  Bureau  in  its  directive  of  3  January  1,560  con¬ 
demned  the  false,  politically  harmful  comments  of  B*  Yunasalyev,!  A*, 
Tokombayev,  K,  Yudachin,  B»  Ejerimahanov,  Bh.  tKietalyev  and  K,  14alik©t, 
rescinded  its  own  erroneous  earlier  resolutions  oh  evaluation  of  the 
work  of  Itoldo  Kylytsh  and  the  rehabilitatidh  of  K.  Tynystanov,,  and.  made 
the  correct  evaluation  in  principle  Of  the  .  CohCepts  contained,  in  their  ^  . 
work.  The  necessary  measures  for  this  pUr|)os.e  were  unanimously  approved  , 
at  the  full  Plenary  Session  of  the  OC  Of  the  Kirghiz  GP  in  January  of., , 
this  year;"  (Sovetsfcaya  Kirgi|iiya;  2/Wpot  .  v. 

Why  the  Barty  rescinded  llS  r^CfflcOheoi^  resoluticms"  of  195pr:y7  , 
and  condemned  the  StateineiitS  t^O 'Kif Scientists  and  historiand/, , 
of  litersiture  was  ■  ft?  ear.-by. ’ii^eakov!  trith  the  ^remark  that  these  latter 
had  "tried  to  make  heroed  of  thO  fid dtiOTSi'y  poet  i&Sldo  feyl^^ 
leading  ideologist  of  bourgeois  natiOhai^sm,  K.;  Tynyatahov,"  (ibidi) 
ttoldo  Kylytsh  ia  considered,  the' Kir^it  hatiohsl  poet  of  the  end  of, 
the  i9th  and  beginning  of .  the  2bth  cohtury,  while  K,  TyOyetaaov,;  al^  :  . 
ready  in  the  Soviet  p  eriod  was  a' well-laiOwn  Writer  and  .leading.  f  igtiPe 
in  the  political-cultural  field.  Because  of  hie  "natiohalistic  ,  /  ; 

views"  Tynyatanov  was  condemned  Ih  1933'  end  later  "liauidetedi"  Bc^ 
were  rehabilitated  during  the  "thaw"  after  the  20th  Congress  of  the, 

CPSU.  (see  *Za  leninskuyu  otsehku  kulturUogo  naslediya*  (For  0:  .  . 

Leninist  Evaluation  of  the  Cultural  Heritage)  SoVetskaya  Kirgiziya ' 
sij/l/Co)  On  -this  subject,  the  Party  has  often  turned  against  . the,  na-  , 
tional  cultural  heritage  ©f  t^®  Kirgiz  people*  -In  fact,  tft  affeeture 
article  published  in  Sovetakava  Kirgiziva  (2C/l/6o)  on.  the,  development  . 
of  Kirgiz  culture,  it  proposed  to' revert  tO’ the  1932.  decisions,  of  .the 
11th  OC  Plenum  of  the  Kirgiz  OP,  tiiat  is,  to  the  proposition  .that  the 
■socialist"  culture  of  the  Soviet  peoples,  including  that  of  the  , 

Kirghiz  people,  must  .be  Vbuiit"  on  the  foundation  of  the. .very  rich  ■ 
culture  of  the  Russian  people,-:  (The  last  Soviet  proposition  or  in¬ 
struction  that  Soviet  socialist  culture  was  to  be  built  on  the  founds?  . 
tion  of  Russian  culture,,  had  its  definitive  formulation  at  the ;  19th  , 

Ihrty  Congress  of  the  QPSU.Vthe  last  in  Stalin’S  lifetime),  Sovetskaya 
Kirgizia  2I|/1/6d  atressed.  that  the  attempts  of  the:  Kirghiz  intelli-. 
gentsia  to  rehabilitate  the.;  cultural  heritage  of  JVnido  larlytsh  and  , 

K.  Tynystanov  represent,  ddrept  joanifestations  of  "bourgeois  natlonal.- 
ism,  "and  "a  deviatijaa  frpmi. Lenin's  directive,'"  against  which  "a  rdlent- 
less  struggle  must  be  carried  on,"  Thede  ■directlvea"  of  Lenin,  there¬ 
fore,  demand  union  with  tha  pult.ure  of  thd  Buhsian  people  aa  Ifeaakov 
unequivocally  asserted  in  his  above  mentioned  report  before  the  IJth  ,, 
Congress  of  the  Kirgiz.  CP; 


"for  .tbeirXliberation,  their  happy  iif4,  their  rapidly  aeveaei)ln8 
industry  end  agriculture  f  their  progressive  'culture  end  still  naoi’e 
splendid  future ,  the  Kirghlat  people  ffiust  thanic  first  of  all  our  iBa- 
ternai  Party  and  its  wise  lenlnist  natlohallty  policy,  the  indes¬ 
tructible  friendship  of  the  peoples,  and  their  elder  brother,  the 
great  gtisaisn  people.*'  (Soyetskaya  ’Klrjjizia,  26/2/60) 

At  the  beginning  of  i960,  all  Party  Congresses  in  the  republics 
were  held  under  this  slogan  and,  watchword  of  struggle  against  the 
slightest ‘manifestations  of  '•bourgeois  nationalism''  among  the  non- 
Russian  peoples  of  the  OaSR.  The  First  Secretary  of  the  CO  of  the 
Armenian  OP,  S.’A.  Tovmasian,  said  to  the  2llst  Congress  of  the  AT- 
menian  CPi 

•The  interests  of  the  Communist  education  of  the  working  class  . 
demand  the  utmost  intenstfi cation  of  the  struggle  against  the  yestiges; 
of  oapltaitsih  and  against. 'every  manifestation  of  bpurgsols  ldeology,- 

of  nationalism,  of  national  lsolaii5^tsm  an|.  pride  thSt  are  found 

in  some  Works  of  history,  literature  ahd  aft « *  .  (Komm.hnis.t ,  II/2/60) 

The  same  note  was  sounded  at  the  a^fa"|>G|i^ess.of  the  Georgian , 

CP  (report  ©f  W.  P.  Mshavanadze,  2ar2a^v|gfe^^(Uawn  of  the  East), 

26/1/60)1  at  the  24th  Congress  Of  the 'AaerJ^ldjtbt^wC^  (report  of  W.  Ju. 
Akhundov^.  Ifekinskiy  Raboohly .  17/2/60) | rat' the  I5th  Congress  .of ^t he  , 

Oabeklstan  OP  (report ;  of  Sh.  R.  RaShldpt,.  Erayaa  Vostofea  ,  ll/^6o)r 
at  thS' 24th  Congress' of  the  Beioruasian  CP,  (report  of  K.  T»  Mswoy', 
SVyaada  (Star ) .  I8/2/60,  etc. 

In  addition  to  the  geheral  CO  directive  "On  the  Tas^  of  Party 
Propaganda  ,* ♦"  (9/i/6o),  which  made  into  a  national  ijuest I on  the 
decisions  adopted  at  the  Party  Oongrasses  of  the  republics,  special 
orders  and  directives'^ followed  in  individual  cases.  Among  these, 
the  instruction  of  the  CO  of  the  OPSU  of  6  May  i960  ..to  the  Georgian 
GP  deserves  special  study.  It  pointed  to  errors  of  a  "national*  ■, 
character  that  had  made  their  appeafance  in  Georgia  in  published 
works  on  the ‘general  and  cultural , history  of  the  Georgian  people. 

At  the  rep'Ubllcah  Conference  of  the ‘leading  workers  of  publishing  and 

printing  bouses i  called  for  this  purpose,  CC  Secretaries  W.  P.  Maba van- 
adze  ahd'G.  M.  Bshibiladze  a^lh  had  to  sti^tiae  Georgian,  ?, bourgeois 
nationalism"  and  demand  removal  of  "serlpiis  deficiencies"  in  the  work 
of  Georgian  publishers,  general  historians  and  historians  of  literature, 
etc,  CC  First  Secretary  Mshavanadae  went  sp  far  as  to  says 

"Our  history  is  the  history  of  brotherly  friendship  .with  other 
peoples,  and  especially  with  the  Russian  people.  Brilliant  pages 
have  been  written  in  the  ariaala  of  this  friendship  of  centuries  by 
Puabklh,  lermontovv  Grlboyedev,  Tolstoy,  Tschalkovsky,  Gorky,  Chalia¬ 
pin,  Mayakoivsky  and  many  others .  '  What  a  noble  subject  for  a  historian, 
researcher','' end  author  would  be  the  themes  Ch'iboy®^®''( 
tZarva  Voatoka.  2/6/60) 

Ag  we  ftay  gathei*  from  the  feature  article  •'More  Good  Bpolp?!* 

( Pra vda .  I0/6/60 ) the  Communist  Parties  of  Armenia,  Kazakstan,  and 
other  non-Russian  republics  have  received  similar  instructions  from 


the  OC  of  the  CiSU.  It  ^ie  also  Bsert  In  BashldqT's  to 

Filosofil  (ProbleiDs  of;  philosophy )<No  6/196^)  and  in  a  qpeeeh  of  the 
Seorethfy  of  the  CO  of  the  latvlan  Ce,  A.  Voaa  ifSoyetoteaya^latviya. 
10/6/60)'  (The  conneotion-  between  renfirlts  on  “bqurgeOi's  na.tiqnalisni*' 
and  extensive  purges  and  reshuf$“les  in-  the  Latvian  Party  and  governnjent 
apparatus  . has  already  been  diseased  Isy  JT.  V ■  'Hehn .  Oste|iropa ,  4/1939 » 

pp  243  it  and  5/1960,  pp.  as^if-)-  ■■  : 

As  a  Result  of  this  new  tightening  up  of  the  nationality .poltoy , 
the  leaders  of  the  non-Ruasian  Republics  now  talK  of  compie|ely  sup¬ 
pressing  all  national  individuality  and  even  the  "natiohsl  pat^wn" 
or  the  very  concept  of  a  •national  pattern*  of  culture.  .  to  example 
is  found  in  the.  words  of  N.  Gadshiyev,  Secretary  of  the  C6  .of,.thSM 
Azerbaidzhan  CP,,  in  the  essay  '*The.' International  Educatloh  of,  the 
Working  Class*  (Partisnasa  Zhlimx^CPafty  Life),'  gQA96Qi;  p  .13.». 

•It  is  obSefyed  that-,  people  Who  employ  the  .generally  fepotolM^ 
fOrmuia  ‘socialist  in  su^tah^h*  natlotol  in  form,  •  plice  emptosisi 
hot  Ob' the  first  biit  Stt  tne  liil^i^d  half  "  of  th©  formula  ii  that  is^  ...; 
they  put  national  form  and  totl^al,  individuality  in  toe 

and  relegate  socialist,  substance^' to.  the  backgroMndA  .  We  ai*e,^deaPly'’- 
ccnvinced,  however,  that  the^  f-tost  ls  the  declsiye  paH;  of ;  thto  to  •• 

We  cannot  allow  form  to  iltot  substance-end  hinder  its 'mahlftoto'^ito* 

to  the  conti^ry,  socialist  substance  is  thS  condition'  of  pfogreas  and 
innovation  in  form.  We  must  resolutely  overcome  the  notion,  thaf  •nation¬ 
al  form*  Is  something  fixed,;  a  kind  of  unchangeable  cbhtotoef,  into , "hi ch 
the  new  soclelist  substance  la  fitted.  Such  an  Interpretatito  ,0^^ 
•national ‘f  orm?  creates  a  loophole  in  our  judgn^nt  ,•  thfqugh  whish,  all 
that  is  obsolete  and  reactionary  can  penetrate.*  , 

Hence,  the  national  form  must  also  change,  and,  since  everything 
must  take  place  on  the  basis  of  Russian’  ctd.ture^:  the  etoefnal  fPh®.?^ 
so-called  "socialist"  ovature'  will  be  more  or  less  Russian,  to^to*^!- 
cation  of  how  this  will  work  out  to: practice  was ‘^giyen  py  Gadshlyey, 
himself  when  he  stated  that,  in.linpleffientation- of  the  CC  directive  , of 
9  January  i960,  "the  broadcast  time  of  'Russlan-lto^'^S®  to® 

been  Increased  on  the  Azefbaldzhan Tadlo,  and  that  in  the  future,  ■illus¬ 
trations  in  the  magazine  Kirpj  will  carry  Russiah  as  .Well  to  to^.haid- 
zbanlan  captions."  (ibid, j  p« 9)  -  '  ' 

.  Language-- lOlicyy' ^ 

Russification  of  the  national  languages  of  the  Sqvtot  minorities 

already  has  a  long  history.  In  the  Asian  republics :  it  began  In  to 

years  after  1937 ,  and  after  t he  latinize tion  of  the  Twenties  to<i  .  ■  • 
Thirties ,'  when  the  Russian  alphabet^  ccmpletely  dtopiaced  , the  nail W®;  ' 
Arabic  and  latin.  (cf.  H,  Niedermeler,  OSteurdpa.  6/l953r  PP  ^3^^  ) 

Ey  decree  of  the  Council  of ‘People •s  CommisSafS  of  the  .Belorttsalsn . 

SSR,  of  26  Auguet  1933,  not  only  was  spelling  changed,  bht  also  th®. 
most  distinctive  phonetic  and  morphological  features  of  the  Belorussian 
language  were  dropped  and  replaced  by  specific  Great  Russian  features. 


During  the  following  j^ears,  tbe  ^lorusslan  written  language  drew 

oloafer  to  the  Russian.  '  "  -  ''-Mi.-  ' 

'  '  In  practice,  Mbs  cow  *3  language  policy  went  even  further.;  Ijon-,^  , 
Russian  peoples  were  obliged  to  enrich  their  languages  with  Rusoi^,  ; 
scientific  end  technical  terms,  with  the  new  Russian  social  end  philf 
psbpbtcal  ideas,  end  with  borrowings  from  Russian  Marxlsa-Leninismi 
fcf.  bgteurdpa.  1/1959,  pp  27-28)  was  legal i 26(1  at  .the 

jjay  1959  shientifio  conference  on  quostlona  of  national  written  lahghr* 
ag63  find  liqjroVfiiafiut  end  standardisation  of  terialiiology  for  tbe  psoples 
of  th®  The  reaOlutiOns  of  the  coxiference  contained  appropriate 

"recoinnendat ions  for  the  further  lebOrs  of  goviet  llnguista,*  naturally 
oh  the  basis  of  RtisSiah  writing  and  terminology,  (see  Erobleay  Voeto^ 
kovedeniya  (Oriental  Studies),  :{I0  i|/i959»  5  226^^  '  ^ . 

The  national  languages,  particularly  those  of  the  SlaviC‘:republlos 
like  Bel  or  lisa  ia  and  the  Uloralnej  Were,  moreover,  gradually  displaced 
In  the  administration  as 5  well  as  th  acientif ie  fields  and  in  the  hiSh 
schools.  The  result  of  this  policy. WaS  .Shown,  for  example,  inBelp- 
russ'ia.  Where  in  1956  ih^  allV:^  high  schbOla  and  also  in  the  state 
uhiyerstty  in  Minsk,  instrmtiott  was  carried  bn  ekcluaively  in  Russian  j 
until  then  it  had  beettvOniy  in  part,  .It  waS  the  same  for  the  Academy 
.of  ScienoWa  of  8®lor.*issla, , whose  few  small  publications  were  printe(3: 

'  inaihiy''''lh' Russian,  ■■  'V. ;  ' 

„  ‘  The  latest  law : on  Instrudtlon  and  tea chlng  in  the  nati one!  langu- 
'ageb  in  the  schools'  of  the  ,non*Russlan:f®publics  must  be  regarded 
as  an  attempt  by  Moscow  to  completely  suppress  the  national  langua^s 
of  the'hon-Russlan  peoples  of  the  In- the  School  Reform, .law  of 

1958  (sWe  0.  inwelier.,  Osteorona .  1959,  vola  PP  128-143).*  *io'*’hiJ®g» 

indbed,  was  said  about  the  languages  to  be  used  in  instruction,  and 
it  was  only 'rScbrnmendedr that  the  goVernmentabftherepubllcsoon- 
•  alder -the  matter  and  be  governed  by  their  internal  sit uatlone.  This 
Wbs  dbne'in' ail  nbn-Ruaalan  , republics  from  April  to  June  1959 ♦  hut  , 
npw  a  hew  Article  9,  pr,  in  other  eases  11,  was  added,  that  repealed 
,  ah  old' law  on  the;. use  of  native  languages  In  Instructioa, 

In  Art i^^^  *0n  Strengthehlhg  the  Bonds  of  the  Schools 

wihh  "Real  life  and  on  the.  Further  Developmeht  of  the  People's  Edu-» 
iSyhtem  in  the  W  ISR,"  we  feed ,  for  example: 

-In  the  schools  of  the  Ukrainian  SSR  is  carried  , 
oh  in  the  pupils »  mother  tongue .  The  parents  decide  which  schools 
with  which  language  the  children  attend.  The  learning  of  .one  Of 
.  the  ,tJ^  iahgua^S  mother  than  the  language  of  instruction  in  a  given 
school  Is  at  the  discretion  of  parents  and  pupils,  when  the  facilities 

^.•fof  siich  ihstructlon  are  available.".  fPravda  Ukra ini^ ,  19  April  1959) 

■.\  'W0h  some  stylistic  varla'u  parallel  laws  in  the  other  . 

noniRdbAlan  republics,  contain ;.the  same  provision; 

.  At' f if st  Sight,,  this  law  6h  lahguagb  reform  seems  Innocuous, 
rii!'ail,oWs  of  choice  of  lahguage.of  Instruction  and  oomr- 

plete  eqtwllty  among  languages,;  Still,  It  operates  like  the 
right  of'  3eif-determlhation  up  to  the  point  of  secession  or  establish- 


ifiezit  of  ao  indepehclent  i^tate,"  which  Stalin  def,ln;6d  ss. 
peopies  “accor'ding  to  .oirounistancea  *  aud  ,iu  the.  Ant'^©?,'^  of'  th@.  "pro- 
letariaix  r,evol ut ion*  could  niaise  no  u3e  o4  thiB  right,:  (Staliffi  MSE^* 
Bussian  ed  ,  Vol  III^p  525*  This  waa^wbat  happened,  ' 

Flrat,  the  School  Reform  law  repealed  the  ear l,ier  , and  a upposedly 

Irrevocable  law  on  compulaory  inatructl.on  In  fhe- mother  tcfflgtte  ,in  .the 

'schools  of  the  hationalitiesl  and  discontinued  SAe  earlier  practice  of 
support  for  the  schools  with  native  Inngiia'ge  ihatrucitioii  tl^dugh  the 

■  republican  governments^  '  According  td  the  new  law,  the  mother  tongue 
can  be  entirely  eliminated  from  instruction  in  the  hatiopality;  schools, 
even  as  a  subject  to, be  taught.,  Russian,  enjoys  a/priyilegod  position 
in  that  .;dp  t,o  how  *“  .Shd  wince'  the  decree  of  13,  S^f  ch  193^,  --  it  has 
' beSn- a '  re^hired  aubjec't'in  all  hationai  .mihemity  sohoole*^  Xl8d,,.the 
law  contains  the  provision  ihat,  if  pupils  an^  pai’eets  chOoSe  the  nether 
tongue  a'sS  iauguage  of^  ihstru'eiioh,  ftudhian  mas's  uncpnditioi^lly  be- 
.chosen  as  the  first  foreigi'  langimge  'td  tfe  ledfhed.  '  In  the  Schpolj 
Ref orhi  law  of  the  Ukrairiien  SSR  ?^:  r^  v-  . 

•  "The  Council  Of  Mniater#v!^4‘  the  Ukraltiiaix  SSR  is  .responsible 
for  working  out  measures  to  lha)ffe  that'  ail  heceasary  steps;  are  taken 
to  guarantee  the  learning  of-  and;  iaprovement'  of  instriwtiqn  j.n  the 
Russian  language'  in  a chbols  with  iSi^ainlan  or' another, ..language  of  ■  , 

’  instruction,  so  that  Russia  may  be  a  powerful  Instrument  pi  oonmunica- 
tion  among  the  nationalities,  of  strengthening  the  friehdship- of  the 

peoples  of  the  pS^R;  and'  of,  mutual.  s^ri“&  treasures  of  Russian 

and  world  culture .*  (ibid.)  ,  "  ,  ,  .  ,  '  -  ,  - 

Second,  under  present  conditions  in  the  ^viet  t3hipn,_  particularly 
upon  promulgation  of  the  School. ;Ref6rm  law, , pupils  and  p^epts  ©4®; 
Obliged  to  choose  principally  achpols.  with  Russian  as  language  of, ; 
instruction  if,  they  wish  to  avoid  the.  suspicion  of,  "bourgeois  nation¬ 
alism*  and,  assure  themselves  of  the  chance,  to  fie®  in  Spvie.t  s.Dciety, 
Without  a  good  knowledge  of  Russian,  a  Soviet  youth  will juaually  find 
his  way  barred  in  the  high  schools  and,.  o^apq.ueatiy,,.^  his  social  pro¬ 
gress  hampered.  (cf  ii.  CBrjere  d»Encausse-.  Osteuropa.  1/I959ia  PP  22- 
30 ;  an  impressive,  ezanple  of  how  the  high  school  remained  closed  to 
a  gifted  youth  of  the  tJdmurt  Rspubli.c  becauss  of  bis  insufficient  , 
command  of  Russian,  is  fo.und  in  a  story  by  A.  V^ze^  "House  I3*:,  . 
Btos^ja,  1/1957)  Even 'mild  opposition,  to  Moscow's  wishes  oi?  ei  devis- 
tioh  in  the  direction  of.  one’s  own  nationalism  ^n  brihg  unj^easant 

consequence's.  -V  ^ 

Third,  the  republics  are  as  a  .matter,  of  fa,ct  obliged  to  adpp't. 
the  law.  At  first  the  proviaipii  on  language  instruetlcai  was  rejected 
.'  by  the  governments  of  the  Republics:  of  Latvia  and  Azefbaidshan.  , 
Thereupon  the  Latviah  goyerniJKnt  and  Ehrty  underwent  a  thpron^  purge 
for  "manifestations  Of '^purgeois  jiationalism.";^(c4  for  details  ,1.  v. 
Hehn,  Osteuropa.  ij/1960,  pp  2k3  end  5/l9t>0t,  SP- 
especially  A.  Eels,  "On  the  jnternatimal  Education  of  the  wprklng 
diasa,"  Kntranuniat  Sovetskoy  la'tyii .  No  9/i959«  PP  .  during  this 

purge,  Eels  was  successor  to  Kainbrzln  as  First  Se'creta.ry  the  . 


CC  of  the  letvian  OP) 

an  opportunity  to  call  the  iJin+h- t>i  ^his  afforded'  '.: 

CP.  at  Which  the  Cnlfeslatl^  the  ^erteSf  ‘ 

language  problem  criaia*  LM^eho^£5^w^  the  ,  ' 

17/^6p) ■  ..ThSeupSi^e  -iaMai^iLMStchiy  ’  - 

adopted  a  new  law  with  the  titie^°«nri*^S'^  'obediently  ' 

^  ®o«JJs  ta  i«.ticl^n  V 

gening  the  ^nda,  of  th^  School  a  With  lJi  Streng. 

Itevelpp^ftt  of  the  pfeoplo^n  t*^®  Purtfaer- 

nbicbr  eonjunctipn  with  : 

to  decide,  tp, which  achool  with\b?L  r  *  the  rl^t  ' 

children  -nay  go.  *  is  the  f'Si^  lebguege  of  ihatruotion  their  ^ 

^  Poaslble.,so  tost  SusalMw'b^a'*™,^  InpPO'ea  as  iiu.l» 

l«op“s°S“?bs‘'‘®S!‘S“rru;i1lg?f"r*‘“^^^^^  ^ 

a^lso  In  Azertaidzhan.  The  followi^**wBr.f^rt*^f^^  followed  ' 

Member  pf  the  Preaidlum  of  thW^ASSh«?^^f  I*  'C. 

Mustafayey,  Member  of  the  Supreme  Soviet  ;  Q, -m,  ,  • 

“a  .Oultape  ,‘^».>=P 

^gislatlve  Coimlttee  of  the  SupreS  sovie\?'G^£®^^^^^ 
iL  u  Soviet;  Kb  Mustefay^  lir‘«^#■  % 

the  A^e^beldahan  OP,  and  otSr«  /ritJ  ff*  5®^^tery  of  theVC^  of  '  ’ 

on  the  grounds , -of  the  >^n6rai 'mnv«™f«i;^f^®®t4enguage-policy  measurea  ‘ 
coamented  on  tbia  ^problem  in  hi^JSf  Andreyev  , 

ideology  of  Iferziai-Lnlnirm^nb^preS^^  pnd  the  'iinif orm  ' 

On  thia,  foundation,  the  national  everywhere  in  the  US®. 

g®ther,  and  a  uniform,  flociaiS  aS^ff  F^^ 

The  contradictloA  ln>hi  t®  tJeing^^^  -  ' 

Pi’evails*  .and  ^^"iJhe^atlonal^culSfa  ®  culture  ' 

explained  only  by. the  fact  that  already 

PPesaiis  ovsr  the  Saatlonai  cuituriis  s^'.  .  ^PypPsi  soclaiist  oylture"' 

soolsllst  hstloh-  is  pr^idln^  S  *?'’  the  tualfo™ 

is^rdlhg  to.St^Un's  “i®  .f-thts  dpatostloh.  ,;:  “  . 

aion.  a  natloa  la  ^a  hlSiSrloaUv^o^i^^ 
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(iferxism  and  the  National  and  Ctolonial  Question)  Gtei'hjah  ed/ Berlin, 

1950»  P  32)  The  Soviet  ttoion  still  is  entirely  devoid’ 
characteristics  of  a  *unif orm  socialist  nation"  --  there  is ■'a'o  hoamuni- 
ty  of  language.  The  latest  language  refoirp  wit hih  school  ref dna'isaa 
•directed  toward  correcting  thi^  .deficiency . 

Bfoscow  bases  its  d.eterffilhatiDh,-ihat  Ifiissian  muSt  be  the  founda¬ 
tion  of  the  "uniform  socialist  nation,"  to  which  thh  , Pec^> 

pies  adhere,  on  the  assumption  that  Russian  has  for  a  long  time  been 
"the  language  Of  Soviet  sooialiat  culture  shi  Ideology*  and  the  "Cohi^ 
moh  language !•: of  Soviet  society  (feature  article,  "The  ^st' Congress- 
of  the  CESU  and  Some-  q^uest ions  Of.  |usaian,l^  VobroSy  Yazyfeg- 

naniya  (Problems  of  Philology) ,  NO  3/19^9*  P  Jf)«  this  Is  not  the 

crux -of  the  matter,  As  the  contCi|^oreiry  presS  assures  us,  Russian  is 
the  language  of  "wisdom,  "  *^human  gehlhs**  and.  "freedom,  *  The  Aaerbald— 
ahan  writer  Mrsa  Ibragtatov  th^ers  a  .partiChlarly  striking' eiaJ^le  of 
such  fulsome  praise.  To  the  beginning  Of  19^9 V  he  was  Chairman  Of  the 
Presidium  of  the  Azerbaidahan  Supreme  Soviet,  but  had,  as  he  aclniow- 
ledges,  cc«nmitted  "some,  errors  in  the  language  field,"  (Bakinskly 
Rabochlv.  ll/l^59)  and  aimounced  pehi'bently  i  J 

■Russian  has  become  for  hS.S  second  ski ther  tbiigue}  without  It,  ^ 
our-  struggle  and  all-around  ,groivth  a|‘,e:  mithiidisble  «:•.  iBhinism,  which 
represents,  the,  peek, of-  human  thought*  the  highest  achievement  of 
Russian  and  world  ciiture,  was  first  laid  down  in  the  rich  and  power- 

-  ful  Russian  language,;, .  with  the  help  of  this  Ihngtiage  ,  we  are  making- 
the  all-oong,uering  philosophy  .and  deep  thp.hBhts  of  lehinism  our  own 
and  recognizing  the  correct  path  of  strugi^e  for  a'  happy' future  for  ' 
mankind,"  (Baklnsktv  Rabochiy.  11/1^59) 

In  his  hymn  of  praise,  Ibragimov ‘cchiplCtely.  forgot  lenin’s  di¬ 
rective  that  .Marxist  doctrine  and’  cohsetueiitly.  login's  own  doctrine— 
is  best  brought  to 'each  pfopie  in  their  pw  mother  tonguei  (lenin, 

-  Wo^, '4th.  flusslan  fed.  ,Vol4iacSL,..p  14$)  TbO  q;uestibn  of  the  language 

used  by  Jferx  and  Bn^lS  ,,,  whose;  pupll',X©n£n:  considered  himself ,  Ibragimov 
answers  by  saying  tbat  ahrx  and  had'highly^  and  learned 

Rus&lan,'  Three  years  earlier,  the  same  Ibragimov  had  ventured  this 

"We  cannot  tolerate. an  ln(|iffereht  attitMe  toward  Azeri  —  (the 
native  language;  of r  Azef baidzhan)  -••  not  even  in  political,  social," 
or  other  organizatlcxns  or  aotiylttea..  The  principles  of  lenih*s 
nationality  policy  .apeoify.  that,  the  bualneh.s  of  the  Republic  is  tO  be 
conducted  in  the  native  language,  i^l  .  of  us^ 

state- organs,  must  have  .oonplete  mastery  of  pur  mother  tongue." 
(Bakinskly  Rabochiy.  29/8/5$)  /  ‘ 

'  To  judge  from  the  article  of  the.  two  .TJkralnian  lliagklsts  1.  K. 
Beloded-and  A,  S.  Felnichuk,  .."Problems  of  .the:  DBvelopiteht'Of  the ' 
Iteitlonal  languages:  Buring  the  leriod  .pf  Transition  froiii  Socialism  to 
Obiniauntsm;"'.  ■('yoprOsy  Yazykoznanlya  (Problems  of  Philology),'  No  5/1959* 
pp  3-11),  all  national  languages  Of  peOples  Under  Soviet  rule,  except 
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Russian,  must  die  out  In  the  not  too-distant  future.  In  their  view, 
this  will  occur  in  the  following  stages t  (a)  progressive  Intermin^lng 
of  populations}  (b)  adoption  of  Russlah. lexicography  and  phraseology} 
(c)  increasing  ln5)6rtance  of  Russian  as  a  luediuis  of,  international  'Com* 
munlcation}  (d)  increasing  in^jortanoe  of  Russian  in; thn  adaiinistra- 
tion  of  the  various  republics}  (e>  progressive.  Impbrtahce  of  Russian 
as  a  juedluia  for  the  development  of  socialist  Ideology;  (f)  vernaoular  .  • 
borrowings  from  Russian  "as  the  most  advanced  language"  through  the 
•less  developed  written  languages  of  the  peoples  of  the  US®".;  - 
(g)  intensified  learning  of  Russian  in  the  schools  of  all  nbn-Russlan 
republics}  (h)  intensified  struggle  against  "svefy  manifestation  of ,v 
bourgeois  nationalism  in  questions  of  language  development »•  v  • 

n.  Aksamitov,  Candidate  in  philology,  already  went  a  step  further, 
in  his  article,  "Language  is  the  So,ul  of  the  People,"  (published  In. 
|felados3,  organ  of  the  Komsomol  and  Viriters  Association  of  Belorussia) 
and  made  clear  to  the  Belorussian 'public*  ■ 

"In  our  time,  since  Russians^  Belorussians  and  incralnlana  live,  as 
one  family  and  since  Russian  is  understood,  by  Ulsraini^s  and  Belorus¬ 
sians  and. is  very  clo,se  to  their  i^other  ,  tpnguaa  these  related  languages 
may,  in  the  future,  fuse  Into  a  s'ingle  iangUage.  This  language  will 
absorb  all  the  riches  and  beat  fSaihres  Of  all  three.  .Belorussian  , 
at  present  is  developing  constantly  closer  to  Russian."  (ioe  cit. 

No  9/1959.  P  140)  '  '  V 

All  Soviet  efforts  are  aifected  toward  this  "f usioh  into  a  single 
language"  (into, Rues ish,  of  course),  even  to  the  application  df  ad¬ 
ministrative  pressures'.  The  words  of  the  .First  Secretary  of  the  00  of 
the  Kirghiz  OP,  I,  R,  Rasekovi  are  proof  of  this.  ,ln  Ifey  19«0  he  told 
the  First  Congress  of  Intelligentsia  of  the  Kirghiz  SSRs  ^  ■'  ■ 

"The  Ministry  'of  people's  Education,  the  proyinoial  and  district 
Departments  of  People's  Educatlpn,  and  the  school  d.i^eptprs  must  .take 
all  necessary  meas.ures  to  see  that,  beginning  with  the  school  year 
(September  i960),  Russian  Is  taught  in  all  Republic  schools  without 
exception.  We  must  improve  the  guallty  of  Rt^'siah  language  ihstrucr* 
tion  so  that  intermediate  school  graduates  not  only  have  an  sffortless 
coinnand  of  the  vernacular,  hut  that  they  can  pleo  read  Russian  lit¬ 
erature  without  the  use  of  auxilliarv  means » "  . {Sovetakaya  kirgiziya, 

21/5/60)  . 

Since  in  the  future  all  children  must  go  through  intermediate  • 
school,  Russian  must  in  a  Short  time  become  the' lihgua  franca’ of  all 
inhabitants  of  the  Soviet  BW on,  pttrticulariy  of  the  yohager  genera¬ 
tion  and, the  educated}  with  the  construction  of  a  un if bnn  speech  for 
the  "socialist  nation"  and  "Conanunist  society,"  it  must  unavoidably 
play  a  dedlsive  rOle; '  In  any  cash,  it  seems  hardly  likely  that  Russ¬ 
ian  populations  living  in  Greatf  Russian  settlement  areas  wolild 'adopt 
on  their  part  the  e;xlating  ingredients  of  the  different  lengiiages, 
since  the  learning  of  other  languages  of'  the  ..Soviet,  Union  is  not 
planned  in  their  schools.  Russians  living, in  the  non-Russian  repub¬ 
lics,  with  few  exceptidns,  have  hot  yet  taken  the. trouble  to  learn 
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tbe  local  languages.  The  cojaseguenoe  will  inevitably,  be  a  restriction 
in  the  use,  of  the national  languages  or  a  down-grading  of  the  non-Russian- 
speaJcing  population  elements. 

•A  further  look  reveals  conseguences  stretching  beyond  the  borders 
of.ithe  i§pvi,et  phion.  Here  is  a  sentence  out  of  the  leading  Moscow  phil¬ 
osophy  .lournal.  Voprosy  Flloaofii  (Vol  7/1959.  P  35)*  "During  the  build¬ 
ing  of  CJqmmunism,  the  i'D5)ortance  of  Russian  as  the  international  langu¬ 
age  of  communication  among  socialist  peoples  will^  continue  to  grow." 

The  authoritative  Darty  organ  of  the  tl^R  revived  Stalin's  sig¬ 
nificant  idea  from  letters  on  Linguistics  with  the  following  words ; 

;"The  fusion  of  nations  and  national  cultures  should  not  be  thought 
of  as  a  process  to  be  introduced  only  after  the  victory  of  Commgnlsa 
in  every  eouutry  of  the  world,  . 

The  future  formation  of  a  single  language  familiar  to  all  men: 
and  the  fusion  of -national  cultures  into  a  world  culture  is  a  long  a  , 
complex  process  having  its  roots  in  present  conditions,":  fgocmunist. 
i3/l959.:P9:)  '  ■ 

,  .The  gusstion  only  fettaiha' iifhelihef' tee  400»000, 000  Chinese  and  their 
Party  leadership  are  prepared  to  iSckOwledgs  'this.  Russian  claim  and  work 
toward.its'realixation; '  ■ 

,  Moscow's  "Historio^aphy  Policy"  ;  ' 

Even  though  the  main  a-stenticn  of  Soviet  historical  research 
workers- and  writers  is  focused  on  recent  and  contemporary  affairs,  -the 
field  of  historical  studies  in  the  non-Russian  republics-  has- grown 
considerably?.,,.  Here ih  lies  an  essential , difference  from  the  Stalin 
era.  In  every  republic  it  is  now  plahiied  to-  publish  five:  to  ten  volume 
works  on,  national  history  ,  monographs  'and  studifes. on  specif  ic  problems 
and  events.  During  the  steool  year  1958-59.  for  the  first  time  since 
the  "purges"  pf  -the  thirties,  courses  In  naticmal  histories  were  gl -van 
in  the;  internKdtete  and  high  schools  of  the  republics.  But  Itoscow 
strives,  energetically  from  the  .outset  to  blunt  any-  poasible  resulting 
.revival  of  national  cohsClousneSs  among  the  noh-Russian  peoples,  at 
the  same  time  giving  a  tdPdentious  presentation  of  national  history. 

Of  interest  is  the  following  statement  by  a  member  of  the  History, 
Archaeology ,  and  Ethnography  Institute  of  the  Academy  of  Sciences  of 
the.Tadjifc.SSR  who  had  received  permission  to  produce  comprehensive 
studies  on  the  history  of  Tadjikistan:  • 

-  "Through  ail  our  wprfc  must  run-  the  scarlet  thread  of  the  concept 
of  friendship  among  the  p'ebplea  of  the  tiSSR.  Itt  is  our  duty  to  por¬ 
tray,  the,  great  liberating,  mission  of  the  Russian  people  in  behalf  of 
the.  other  peoples  of  .our  fathferland."  (see  Sh.  Rat.chabov,  The  Condi¬ 
tion  and  Principal  Tasks  of  Soviet  Historical  Science  in  the  Tadjikistan 
SSR,"  Voprosy  lator  ii .  Ho  Vl96o .  p  199) 

Similarly,  the  Direct csr  of  the  Historical  Institute  of  the  Academy 
of  Sciences  of  the  Belorussian  SSR  gave;  "pride  of  place"  to  "the  in¬ 
separable  union  of  the  history  of  the  Belorussian  people  with  the 
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history  of  the  Great  flusslan  people."  (I-  S.  Kravchenko,  "Sowe  Acco^ 
pllshments  and  Problems  of  the  Hlstorlagil'  Institute  of  the  Academy  of 
Sciences  of  the  Belorussian  S3R,  ibid,  p  191. )  . 

How  the  history  of  the  non-Russian  peoples  of  the  IBSR  is  *9  ^ 
Russified  is  stated  essentially  in  the  00  directive,  "on  the  Bfoblems 
of  Ihrty  Propa^nda  under  Present  Conditions.  "  Th^re  were  recognlaehle 
tendencies  in  this  direction  even  earlier,  some  measures  having  been 
taken  since  1957,  but  the  dO  directive  first  officially'' legalized  these 
attempts,  ■ 

As  we  have  seen,  a  relentless  stru^le  was  demanded  in  the  direc¬ 
tive  a^inst  (a)  "bourgeois  nationalism,"  (b)  "ignoring  the  sppial 
contradictions  of  the  past,"  (c)  "distc»E*tion  of  history  and  pafticular- 
ly  of  relations  among  the  peoples  of  the  Soviet  /ffil on,"  and  (^)  "nation¬ 
al  isolationism  and  exclusiveness."  Iniaddition,  the  directive  cOntains 
the  following  order: 

"In  their  propaganda  work,  the  Party  organizations  and  oonahittees 
must  seriously  consider  the  national  peculiarities  of  the  varioi^  poP" 
uleti On  groups  (not  peoplesi)  of  Our  Coiintr^'  and  streiss  the  internation¬ 
al  education  of  the  working  Classi,  the :furthfef*rStren^henlng  of  friend¬ 
ship  among  the  peoples ,  and  the  ■  bonatant  drawing-together  and  all*^rou^ 
enrichment  of  the  sOiCtallst  nations.'^  ■  (Sovetskaya  Eeiorussia,  lyi/oO) 

It  was  further  directed  that  the  Soviet  people'  were  to  'be  "educa¬ 
ted  in  the  spirit  of  Soviet  patriotism;  and  national  pride,' f  in  *the 
fighting  traditions  of  the  past  and  thO  heroic  spirit  Of  the-preseht^ "• 
'and  in  the  spirit  of  hatred  for  "bbur^oiS  ideology' and  sowinopolitanlsm. 

These  directives,  however,  appi;^  Only  to  the  non-RuSsian  peoples 

of  the  Soviet  Ifiiion.  Soviet  announcenKhts ,  as  we  have  seen,  hardly 
ever  mention  Russian  "bourgeois  nationalism. "  Of  "Great  RuSbian  . 
chauvinism"  discussed  now  and  then  during  the  firwt,  years  after  ^al in 
death,  we  hear  and  read  ho  longer,  '  The  struggle  against  "hOurgeols 
nationalism"  is,  however,  the  most  importah-t  point  In  the'; CO  direc¬ 
tive,  where  it  refers  to  the  problems  Of  nationalitiOa  and  the  his¬ 
tory-writing  of  the  non-Russian  peoples  which  will  be  judged  in  iierms 
of  the  manifestatlcaas  of  this  nationalism.  This  axplains  Why,  ab  the 
republican  Party  Congresses  after  the  CC  directive,  thC  emphasis, fell 
on  this  struggle  against  "bourgeois  n8tiOnallsm»"!'Por  example,  W.  Yu. 
Akhundov,  First  secretary  of  the  Azerbaidzhan  00,  brought  put  that 
Aierhaidzhan  historiana  bad  committed  "aerlous  errors"  in  their  his-  - 
tories  of  the  Oonmunlst  Party  and  the  revolutionary  r^vemeht  ,  whUe  in 
their  history  of  the  Azerbaldzhah  people  "appeared  ex^presstona  of  nation 
al  Isolationism,"  He  then  declared:  '  , 

"The  problena  of  international  education  must  reniaia' 'the  center 
of  attention  in  Party,  state,  trade  union,  end  Komsomol, Organizations, 
All  our'  act ivltiCs  ,  the  output  of  the  press,  'televlsloni  and  artistic 
groups  must  be  saturated  with  the  spirit  of  Internationalism." 

(Bakinakiy  Roboohiy.  17/2/60)  ‘  /  \  J  , 

Similar  views  were  expressed  bythe  First  arid  Second  Secretaries 
of  the  CC  at  the  Comunlat  Party  Congresses  of  Hzbekistan  (Sh,  R. 


Rashldov,  Bravda  Vogt  oka.  ll/2/6o)i  .  of  Georgia  *'Wvi’..M8bevanad2e, 
garya  Yostoka.  26/1/66  and  I.  S.  Dolidze.' Saifya  Vostoka. 
pf  Kirgbizia  (I.  R,  Raaakov.  .Sovetakava  ]Ktrg|‘zlya .  26/^60) .  etc. 
Rasbldov  especially  distinguished  blmself  j  ;a4d  it  is  hardly  surpris¬ 
ing  that  the  Uzbekistan  Congress  declared- in,  its  message  to  Khrushchev* 
"The  Uzbek  people  will  always  be  ^atefpl  to  the  Great  Russian 
people  for  their  all  round  unselfish  help  in  the  building  of  the  new 
life*,  y/lth  their  boundless  heroism,  their  c^ear  minds,  and  generous 
hearts;  with  their  resolute  adherence  to  the  shining  Communist  ideals, 
the  Russian  people  -*•  our  big  elder  brother  have  earned  thc.uni- 
yersal  effect ion  and  deepest  respect  of  aii  the  brother  peoples. of  the 
USSR,"  (Rravda  Vostoka.  lli/2/(i0) 

The  same  extoling  note  is  sounded  ih  the  Concluding  res olutioh 
of  the  Uzbek  party  Congress i 

"Party  organizatipas  mnst  tii^iessl^  educate  the  working  class 
in  the  Spirit  of  socialist  ihietfiatldhalism;  of  life-giving  Soviet 
patriotism',  and  Of  the  innSstfhc'tllhiS;  friendship  of.  the  peoples.  They 
must  reveal  the  triimiphcof  t^e  iehin  dationajity  policy  with  shining  and 
convincing  examples.  We  .must  siege  an  unccnditional  ,  relentless  strugt 
^e  agSinst  laanifestations  of  bourgeois  Ideolo^  aiid  against  political 
indifference,  national  isolationism,  local  pride,  and  other  vestiges 
of  the  past  which  are  still  existing  in  the  consciousness  of  a  part 
dr  mankind,*  (Pravda  Vostoka,  19/ai^6o) 

The’  historians  of  the  aoa-Russian  republics,  who  base  tbelr  labors 
'on  these  directives,  must  renounce  objective  presentation  of  the  his¬ 
tory  of  their  peoples  and  seek  to  prove  the  "brotherly  friendship" 
of  the  peoples,  the . "beneficent  Influence"  of  the  Russian  conquests 
and; of  Russian  rule,  Rashidov  had  just  this  in  mind  in  his/^cember 
1959  speech  to  the:  Second  Congress,  of  the  Uzbekistan  Intelligentsia 
.when  he  turned  to  the  Central  Aslan  historians  and  told  them  it  was 
not  thielr ‘task  to  explore  the  history  of  their  peoples  or  to  seek  their 
histdricsl  evolution  in , national  pecuiiaritles  or  in  e  special  national 
course.  The  main  task  :of  Central  Asian  historians  was  to  point  out 
the  progressive  meaning,  of  the  union  of  Central  Asia  with  Russia  and, 
in  addition,  "to  produce  special  ecientific  studies  on  the  Great,  Hus- 
.  Sian  people,  their  internationalism  and  their  leaders,  who  have  brought 
a 'progressive,  democratic  cuiture  and  the  revolutionary  terxist-Len- 
Inist  world  outlook  to  Turkistan,"  (Eravda  Vostoka.  12/1^59) 

How  has  the  implementation  of  th'eSe  directives  worked  out  io- 
.practice  in  historiography?  The  results  of  the  Tashkent  Conference  of 
May  1959  deserve  first  .ipent ion.  The  conference  was.  called  by  the  His¬ 
tory  Department  of  the  Academy  of  Sciences  1  of  the  USSR  ajh<3  was  concern¬ 
ed  with  the  "progressive  meahiag*'  cf  ;the  union  of  Central  Asia  with 
Russia.  It  came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  union  with  Russia  had  been 
for  Central  Asia  a  "profoundly  progressive"  event,  to  which  England’s 
penetration  into  the.  HJiddle  East  bed  formed  axi  obstacle,  and  that  above 
all  it  had  promoted  the  unicm  cf  Central  Asian  peoples  with  the  Russian 
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revoltitionaty  movement  and  wlt’a  the  culture  4>f  the  Russian  people  — 
and,  donSeciuentiy,  their  '•naticnsl  liberation  With  such  an  evalua-: 
tldn,  everything  else,  Including  the  raslstahce  of  Central  Asian  . 
peoples  to  the  Russian  ccsmiuest  ,  te'fes  on  a  hertaln  "reactlpnary  ,*' 
reprehensible  character  and  becomes,  according  to  the  conference  .for*,  , 
mula ,  ah  "agency  of  JEnglish  imperialism.*  '  In  the  future  the  slls^test  ;  ■ 
attempt  by  Central  Aslan  Mstorlans  to  regard  Asia’s  subju^tion  by 
Russia  in  any  other  light  will  be  Considered  as  backsliding  into  •bour* 
geols  nationalism."  '  '  >  ,  •  •  i 

V  Central  Asia's  historians  henceforth  w|ll  have  to  concentrate  priim*; , 
arily  On  Indications  of  the  "progressive ''  rf suits  of  the  union  of  pentfel 
Asia  with  Russia  and  on  glorifying  the  Russian  people  as  "llberStOfa 
and  "protectors.*  (A.  P.  Bashova,  "The  Joi^t  Scientific  Ifeeting  on  the  , 
Erogresstv©  Significance*  of  the  tfiiion  of  Central  Asia  with  Rusei$f**  r 
Voprosy  latdrii .  No  6/1959.  PP  173*^183)  '  ,  ’  ,  ,  ^  ^  ^ 

The  thesis  of  the  prpgresBiye  Significance  of  Russien  colonial 
oong^Uests' for  the  affected  peoples  epplies  not  only  to  Central;  As  is.  : 

The  instruction  of  the  CQ  dr  the  GESU-  of  6  19^0  to  the  Georgian^ 

Coimiuntst  -^rty  and  .  the’ decisions  which  folldwed 'may  be  cited  as  evl"» 
dence.  '  Ad  ateted  abdve,  in  the  inetrhction  to  Georgian  publlcatldns  ,  ;  v 

those  which  "idealized  the  distant  past"  of  the  Georgian  people  were 
singed*  out.  On  1?  Ifey,  the  OC  of  the  Georgian  CP  issued  a  apeCial  . 
directive  on  overcoming  this  ^serious  error"  end  called  a  conference, 
on  31  B&y  of  the  leading  publishing  and  printing  workers  of  the  :R0-* 
public.'  W.  P.  itehavanadze.  Plrst  •Secretary  of  the  CO  -for  Oeorgin, 
end  Secretary  Dshlbaladze  appeared  at  the  conference .  They  invoked  the 
instruction  and  Ifittefly  criticized' the  work  of  Gedrglen  htstariatts  and 
particularly  Georgian  publishers i  among' them  the  publisher  for  the  Gapgi- • 
an  Academy  of  sciences.  The  "political*  and  "ideological"  errors  of 
the  lattef  consisted  In  their  tievlng  published,  hlstdrles  cf  art  and  lit¬ 
erature  with  Georgian  national  themes  and  Works  on  the  general  and  cul¬ 
tural  history ‘of  the  Georgian  people.  'According  to J&hayanadze  and ; c 

Dshibiladze,  these  "tdeoidgtcal"  effors  must  be  drastically  co?re°t^<i 
and  eliminated  through  the  "educatipn"  of 'the  Bcientiflc  and  artistic 
intelligentsia,  through  supjo'easi'on  bf  publications  on  the  history,  of 
the  Georgian  p  eople,  through  a  changeover  to  books  on.  history  of  art 
and  literature  with  "contempbrary  themes,  "  through?  streng'thened  Party; 
control  over  the  work  of  publishers',  scientific  research  inatitates  • 
and  high  schools,  through  inoreased  itoportance  and  responsibility;  of  . 
editbfs  in  book  publ is hina- . '  et C.- ( Zarya  ' Vo3tO:lM , .  2/6/60;)  •  ;  •  ^ 

Georgia  was  not  an  Isoleted'case.'  '  The  Ctonmiuiist  Parties:  of  the. 
otbei*'  republics  received  similar  instructions.'  Wot  only  ttiSse  InstraC-  ^ 

tlons  but,  'more  particularly,,  the -trends  in  IvlosCbw'a  non-Russian  cul-  , 

tural  policy  in  the  field  of  historiography  should  be  ezamlned.  Among,' 
others  is  a  atatSinent  in  Riga  by  A.  Voss,  Secretary  of  the  lAt'vlah  GO, 
on  the  occasion  of  the  20th  anniversary  of  the  annexation  of  the  Eal'tic,  ; 
States  by  the 'Soviet  Obion t'.  ^ 


"We  must  carry  oaf  a  perai stent  straggle  age^inat  , all  bpurgeois 
nationalist  manifestations  and  decisively  rebuff  those  who  display  tbem. 
In  lectures  and  propaganda  we  mast  e^oas  the  clash  character  of  bour¬ 
geois  nationalism  and  show  it  as  the  ideological  policy  of  enemy- peo¬ 
ples  and  as  tde  ideology  and  policy  of  treason  againh.i  'ttie  national 
interests  of  the  working  class."  (Sovetskaye  LatViya . : IO/6/60) 

After  further  depreciating  the  national, feelings  Of  the  Baltic 
peoples,  their  past  and  their  history,  Voss  sought  to  portray  the  Russ¬ 
ian  people  as  the  only  possible  savior  and  "fpiend"  of  the  Baltic  peo¬ 
ples,  urging  the  latter  to  prize  the  "historical  roots  of  friendship" 
with  the-Russian  people  and  to  borrow  their  culture,  and  above  all 
their  language i  ( ibid.)  ,, 

Ingaortant -to  Moscow's  hist^rlPgraphy  policy  for  the  non-Russian 
peoples  era  also  the  measures  taken  to  restrict  the  suhjects  for  his¬ 
torical  research,  to  plan,  and  boprdinahe  this  fesfearch,  and*  finally^ 
to  achieve  complete*  control  oyer  the  Wohfc  Of,  hlstorihns  in  ifae  fepub*^ 
lies.  At.  the  end  of  1957  .ah^during  1^0,  tijhi?e  were;  set  up  for  this 
purpose,  alongside  the  so-telled' .Coordinatioh  Oounc^^  of' the  USSR  Aca¬ 
demy  of  -Sciences  i  which  coordiha.tes  thie  scholarly  work  of  republican 
academies:  and-  branches-  of  the  Aohdemy,  the  following,  scholarly 
councils  of  the  History  Branch  of  the  Academy,,  They  deal  witbj 

the  history -of  the  national  freedom  struggle , of -the  peoples  against 
colonialism',  -the  history  of  the  October  Revolution,  research  -into 
the  historical  backgroiind  of  the  October  Revolution,  and  the  ori¬ 
gins  of  Capi'taliSm,  '■  ■'  ■'  "  V  ,  \  ■ 

At  the.  same  time  "creative  groups"  were  formed  .within  the  HistcO'i-  ' 
cal  Institute  of  the  Academy  to  deal  with*  the.  history  of  the  peasant 
.class  end  agriculture  in  the  USSR,.  res,earch  into  the,  revolutionary 
situation  in  Russia  in  the  i850,'s  and  l§6o's,  and  research  into 
the- history  of  socialist  ideas..  ,  ' 

There  were  also  committees  for:  t'he  history. of  agriculture  and 
the  peasant  class  in  Russia,  and,  the  history  of  historical  Science, 
Among  the  tasks- Of  these  schplarly  councils  and„ ."creative  groups" 
are  first  of  all  tbe  planning  and  coordination  of  historical  research  ■ 
within  the  entire  Soviet  Hnion,,  In  addition  to  this  administrative- 
function,  ,  so  to  speak,  they  .exercise,  real  epntroi  . over  the  work 
of  historians  In  the  npa-Russiah .republics,  .  This  is  done  by  convoking  ,  ' 
scientific  conferences  and  meetings,  for  orien,tati,on  Qtt.nussbions  and 
problems  in  the  history  of  .different  peoples ,  on 'specific  events  *  etc, 
Further  control  resides  in  "helping"  republican  historians  write  mono¬ 
graphs  or  general  works  on  history  of  the  peoples  and  finally  in  h^dit-  ' 
ing  and  reviewing  historical  works  in  the’ republics,  before  their  pub-  ' 
lication,  -  '  ,  ■  ' '' ' 

-An  outstanding  example  of  the  abhievemen.ts  of  suCh  :  conferences  • 
is  the  already-meUtioned  Tashkent  conference . on  the  fprogresslve  'sig¬ 
nificance"  of  the  uni oh-  of  dentral  Asia  with  Russia.;  A  picture  of  '  ■ 

■brotherly  help"  is  portrayed  in  the  following  report  of  the  Hist orl- 
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cal  Institute  of  the  BBSR  Academy  of  Sciences j 

"During  the  past  year  (1939)*  Hlatorical  Institute  has  done 
a  comprehensive  job  of  editing  and  reviewing  scholarly  works  prepared 
for  publication  by  branches  of  the  IBSR  Academy  of  Sciences  end  by  the 
Institutes  of  the  union  and  autonomous  republics.  In  many  cases# 
scientific  members  participated  directly  in  the  work  of  the  scholars 
of  the  national  republics.  With  the  help  of  scientific  personnel  of 
the  Institute  in  1959,  The  Union  of  Kirefaizla  with  Russia  (by  the  His** 
torical  Institute  of  the  Academy  of  Sciences  of  the  Elrghlzlan  SSR) 
and  The  History  of  Karelia  (Vol  II)  were  completely  edited.  Help  was 
also  extended  in  editing  a  history  of  the  Ealmuka. 

The  Institute  has  discussed  a  series  of  works  under  preparation 
by  historians  of  the  autonomous  republics  of  Daghestan,  Checheno- 
Ingush,  Chuvash,  and  Ifebardlno-Balkaria,  as  well  as  the  Karachayevo- 
Cherkess  autonomous  region.  Scholars  were  given  constant  assistance 
through  Institute  members  la,  N.  Kushayeva,  A.  W,  Fadeyev,  N.  A.  Smirnov, 
and  others. 

Works  of  historians  from  the  Ukraine,  Uzbekistan,  Azerbaldzhan, 
the  Moldavian  SSR,  feirghlzia,  Estonia,  and  Lithuania  were  reviewed. 

Many  meihbers  of  the  Institute  hSi^e  traveled  in  the  union  and  auto¬ 
nomous  republics  to  give  on-the-Spot  assistance  to  historians,  last 
year  the  Institute  coordinated  scholarly  tajjaarch  plans  with  all  the 
historical  Institutes  of  the  Academy  of  Sciences  in  the  union  republics 
and  the  branches  of  the  tBSR  Academy  of  Sciences,*  (Yoprosy  Istoril, 

No  5/1960,  p  202  f) 

With  such  centralization  of  scholarly  research  and  with  such  con¬ 
trol  from  Bfosoow,  the  victory  over  manifestations  of  "bourgeois  nation¬ 
alism*  in  the  historiography  of  the  non-Russian  peoples  seems  almost 
inevitable.  Of  the  history  of  these  peoples  there  remain,  on  the  one 
hand,  only  the  dark  spots  of  "reaction  and  treason*  and,  on  the  other, 
"the  eternal  aspirations  of  the  people  toward  unity  with  the  Russian 
people." 
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